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THE NORTH CAROLINA COMPETENCY TESTING PROGRAM
1978

Introductipn

The Competency Testing F ‘ogram was 1egls1ated in the 1977 Genera] Assembly ‘
through House Bill 204, dated June 9, 1977. This law provided that,zbeg1nn1ng
in the Fa]] of 1978, competency tests be adminis?ered io all eleventh-grade
students in the State és'a requirement for graduation, u_

| The North Carolina Cémpetency Tests are basic skills tests of reéding and
mathematics designed to*heasure minimum combetency, not ideal achievement.' The

. 3} , . :
specific tests selected for administration were field tested in local school

systems .in 1977 énd modified versions of “the SHARP (Senior High Assessﬁ;nt of '
Reading Perfbrmance) and TOPICS (Test of Performance in Computational Skills) were
deve]obed.for_the.North Carolina program. Both tests are published by CTB/McGnaw-
Hi1l and each contains<120 items. | .

“The North Carcolina Competency Testing Prograh was Hdm{:istered to eleventh-
grade students in the public schools, nonpublic schools, federal schools, anga

spec%a] schools oh or about November 1 and 2,_1978, with make-up testing takiﬁg

p1ace November 7, 8, and 9, 1978. Modifications such as 1afge'pbint, cassette

tapes, and braille were made available for studeits who were foicia]]y classified
‘éé having special needs. ‘v ‘
Personne] in Tocal educat1on agenc1es (LEAs), many of the nonpublic schoo]s,
, and two federal schools attended adm1n1strat1ve workshops, deve]oped mon1tor1ng
plans, and undertook measures to insure the sequr1ty of the competency tests.

These activities were menitored by State Department and local education agency

personnel.

for graduation in addition to other current State and local graduation® requirements.

Passing both the reading and mathematics competency tests is a requirement %f\
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will have an opportunity to be retested on the particu]ar test or tests wh1ch -

7';fof students pass1ng and the median scores for all students in the State, by type

WW* W'W W——:—-,—-W*'ﬁ—f'—w S T

i./"“ J
Those who fail either or both tests will be given add1t1onu1 instruction for

learning those skills wh1ch they do not possess. On Hay 1 and 2, 1979, students

‘o

- they did not pass in November, ° 78,

Local.education agencies are to be commended for their successful efforts
to assist students in acquiring the st]]s measured by the competency tests.
The paesage o?"the competency test legislation inAJune, 1977 initiated one'and
one-hé]f years of concentrated remediatiothlanning.and implementation by schoo
personne1; Some LEA§ identified students needing reémediation througp the'
deve]opment and administratior of lccally designed basic skills competency tests. S

AS

Otheruschool'systeme identified students on their performance in English and

mathematics coufses; otHer achievement tests, or general scholastic performance.
Subsequently, instructional activities were'deyeloped by teachers to assist
studentevin obt@ihing the skills necessary to master the competency tests

objectives.

Resuits g . ' ¢

The summaries presented Jdn the body of this report 1ncJude (a )~the percent

of schools, by ethnic groups, by educational levels of parents, by hand1capped

. categorwes, and by type of remedxat1on in which students were involved; (b) the

A number and percent of students who scored w1th1n various 1nterva1s above and

below the cutoff scores; and (t) the number and percent of h1gh schools and
local education agencies that fell within various failure rates. In the Appendix

of the report, summaries by public local education agencies are presented.

Summaries by Type of Schéols

A total of 81,353 eldbenth-grade students in North«Carolina public schools
was administered the reading competency test (Table 1). Of this total, 73,264
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF STUDENTS WHO PASSED THE
READING AND MATHEMATICS COMPETENCY TESTS

" Fall 1978

)

§

‘.'l

Mathematics (120 Items)

Y

Group Reading (120 Items) 1
Number | Number | Percent | Median |f Number | Number | Percent . Median. |
. Tested | Passed | Passed Tested |"Passed Passed | = .
| Public Schools 81,353 [ 73,264 90 10% || 81,322 169,465 | 85 1 103.0
(all students) ' \ 1
Extended Day 927 | _678| 73 | 99.63|| 909 |/ .548 | 60 | 83.72
Nonpublic 1 ' | . | |
(all schools) 2,277_| 2,256 99 | 115.35 || 2,278 | 2,231 | .98 .| 112.51
| Federal 232 | 213 92 N/A 232 206 | 89 N/A
| Other 191 127 - 66 N/A 191 15 | 60 N/A
L1} ' A
o Ethnic .
American Indian 907 | 721 79. | 102.1 008 | 656 | 72 | 92.0]
Black Male 1,057 | 7,833| 71 97.7 1| 11,051 | 7,133 | . 65 86.0
Black Female 11,699 |. 9,298 79 101.3 (/11,682 | 7,906 68 87.8 |
Jhite Male 28,244 | 26,830 95 - | 112.44 || 28,244 | 26,125 92 | 107.1Z ]
White Female 28,352 |-27,640 97 113.7. |1 28,355 | 26,760 94 108.2
Other 327 285 87 | '110.7. 326 282 87 106.5
Parent Education | N _W& | :
8th grade or less .| 5,301 | 3,607 68 | 97.0]l 5,295 | 3,202 60 | 84.3
8th - 11th grade 16,363 | 13,532 83 104.4 {1 16,356 | 12,427 | 76 93.9
High School Grad. | 32,358 | 30,038 93 110.8 || 32,347 | 28,581 88 103.3
‘More than High ' ‘
| School_ 21,000 | 20,592 98 114.9 |{ 21,011 | 20,119 96 111.0
Handicap L i
'Nohandicap 76,906 (| 71,139 93+ | 111.0| 76,891 | 67,601 88 103.8
EMR 1,890\\¥‘;QQ\ 12 | 59.7{ 1,887 134. 7 45.1
Multiple Handicap 77 25 32 | 74.3 76 “2] 28 48,5
Hearing Impaired 79 59 75 | 105,33 79 ' 55 70 101.0
Visually lmpaired 130 120 |- 92 109.8 130 114 88 102.8
Learning Disabled 652 366 56 89.6 652 309 47 74.5 |
Other 215 14) 66 97.3 214 123 57 82.5
(Continued) 9
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“Table 1 (Continued) |
Reading (120 Items) - -~ _Mathematics (120 Ttems)

Number | Number | Percent | Median || Number | Number ercent | Median

Tested | Passed | Passed 3 Tested | Passed % ‘Passed

¥ |Remediation Program |
" INo remediation ' . ’
| program - 59,490 55,22i 93 111.8 1 59,457 | 52,827 - 89 105.1
Reduce class size | 5,53 | 4,017| 73 | 99.9 5,53 | 3,579.1 65 | 87.1
Basic skills lab. [ 2,697 | 2,117 /8 99.7 || 2,700 | 1,872 9| 88.2
“ | CETA/SES Lab. 1,062 779 .73 | 95.90 1,062 693 65 | 84.3
| Tuterial ., 1,863 | 1,697 . 86 | 106.09 || 1,865 | 1,44 77 | 94.7
| Other 7,618 ' 6,9401 .91 | mo.71l 7,619 | 6,631 87 -1 103.3
N
’ Q




_or Qﬂ'perpEnt made passing scores.. W1thtn this group 927 students were in

Extended Day* programs and /. orcent made passing scores. The med1an score -

" nonpublic schools, 2,377 students were administered the reading test. Ninety-nine

~ percent made passing scores and the .median score was 115.4. It is noted"that

" who wereattending school in other qgencdes such as the hospital and schools

[

on the 120-item reading -test for the total public school popU]ation was 110.5.

The median score for students in the Extended Day programs was 99.6. Ffor

approximately 45 percent of the nonpublic schools di not participate in the
competency testing program. For federal sc 1001s 232 students were administered

the reading test and 92 percent made pessdng scores. A total of-191 students

for the blind or deaf also were administered the reading competeﬂcy test of

this. number, 66 pércent made pass1ng scores.

Kl

Approximately the same numben\of students (8] 322) in each of the types of

schoo]s abOVe were administered the matnemat1cs competency test. The percents of'l

L%

dents 1n the various types of schoo]s who passed the mathemat1cs test were:
Al students 1n the pub11c schoo]s, 85 percenty students enrolled in public school -

Extended Day programs, 60 percent; students enrolled in nonpublic schosls,

98 percent, students enro]]ed in federal schoo]s, -89 percent; and other educational

-

programs, 60 percent.

) .. 0

The med1an scores on the 120~ 1tem mathematics test for students.enrol1ed 1n .
g

the various’ types of schoo]s were: pupl1c schools, 103.0; Extended Day program,“

83.7; dnd nonpublic schools, 112.a.

3

*An Extended Day program is an extension of regular pub11c school for those

persons who for economic, psychological, academic, and various other reasons .
cannot respond in a positive way to programs offered in the conventional manner

and during the regular daily/weekly program.
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Summaries by -Sex and Ethhic Groups*

L4

Of the total number of students in the_pub1ic schools who were administered

the reading and mathematics competency tests, approximately 907 were American

Tudiani 11,057 were Black males, 11,699 were B]ack.females,,28,244 were wnite
4 ' * , ‘ - .
males, 28,352 were white females, and 327 were from other ethnic.ggsups. The

percents of students from these various categories who passed the reading and
mathematics tests were as follows: American Indians, 79 percent, reading and

72 percent, mathematics; Black males, 71~pércentf;reading and 65 percent, } |
mathematics, Black females, 79 percent, reading and 68 percent. mathemat1cs,

white males, 95 percent, reading and 92- percent, mathemat1cs, white fema]es,

97 percent read1nq, 94 percent, mathematics, and 327 students from other ethnic "
groups, 87 percent in both reading’and mathematics. > -, )

A
B R4
v

Summary by Levels of Parent”s'Education** B ’ . p .o

A direct relationship was observed between the proportion of‘students who
passed both the read1ng and. mathemat1cs competency tests and the educational

| 1eve1 of the1r-parents.** For example, on the reading test, on]y 68 percent

of the students whose parents atta1ned an elghth-grade education or less scored v

4\

—at—er~abeve—the—~ sing—cutoffscore; —In contrast, the percent of students

who passed tne test and whose parents had between an e1ghth grade and e]eventh-

grade education was 83 percent; were high school graduates, 93 percent; and had

> more-than a high school education, 98 percent. Thé”percent'oggstudents within ~

the” various parental educational levels who pasged the mathematics tests were: q‘

*Separate scores are not reported by ethnic groups .for the nonpublic schools
since only 0.1 percent of their students were American Indians; 1.7 percent,
Black males; and 1.4 percent Black females.

**Separate scores for nonpublic schools are not presented by parental educat1ona1
levels since approximate’ 97 percent of the parents either graduated from high
school or received post nigh school education.




o

e1ghth grade educat1on or 1ess, 60 percent' eighth to e]eventh grade, 76 percent,

\ hngh school graduates, 88 percent, and more than a h1gh schoo graduate, 96 percent

oL // Summary for Hand1capped Students o ! ; -

Y Handicapped students who weré off1c1a11y cla551f1ed as educab]e mentally

2?7///- retarded (N = 1890) had the highest proportion of failing’scores; only 12 percent

2
'

u

passed the read1ng test, and seven percent passed the mathemat1cs tést., In
contrast, 92 percenf “and 88 percent of the vieua]]y impaired students (N. 130)
passed the readtng and mathemat1cs tests respect1ve1y The proportions of students

'fron other-hand1capped categories 'who passed the two tests.were: hearing .

*

]

" impaired (N 79) 75 pércent for reading and 70 percent for mathematics; 1earning

d1sab1ed (

652), 56 percent for read1ng and 47 percent for mathematics; and o
multiple handicapped students (N = 77), 32 percent ‘for reading and 28 percent for

F~  mathematics. The proport1ons of students (N = 215) c]ass1f1ed as haV1ng a variety
“of other hand1caps who passed. the competency tests were 66 percent and 57 percent -
respectively for read1ng and mathemat1cs of the 76, 906*students who were not

handicapped, 23 percent passed the reading test and 88 percent passed the mathemat1cs

an

. e
L& .

“— . otest. [ _ ' ”\'

* Summary by Remediation Programs

Accord1ng to 1nformat1an that was cd11eoted during the test administration,:
59,490 students had not been involved recently in a formal remediat1on program.
Approximately 93 percent of these students passed the reading test whereas 89
percent passed the mathematics. The proport1ons of students who.passed,the tests
who were enro]]ed receht]y in remediation efforts, however, were as follows by .
‘type of remediation program~ reduced c]ass size, 73 percent for reading and
65 _percent for mathemat1cs, basic skills laboratory, 78lpercent in readwhq and
09 percent in mathemat1cs, CETA/SES 1aoorator1es, 73 percent in reading dnd

65 percent in mathemat1cs, tutor1a1 programs, 86 percent in reading and 77 percent




9 percent in mathematics.

"///Vartat1ons in Student Scores

t‘,,
Tab]e 2 presents the number and percent of students who scored W1th1n B

various 1nterva1s above and below the- esta~11shed minimum pass1ng scores on the

reading and mathemat1cs tests " Each test, except'for the braille editivn, °
« included 120 1tems o ” | . |
The m1nimum raw score for pass1ng the read1ng test was. 87. Approx1mate1y
* one percent (actual]y 0.64%) of the students scored exactly at the cutoff score.
As wou]d be expected in a minimum competency test, a magor1ty of the e]eventh-
grade*students scored. above the cutoff score. For example; approx1mate1y 13 '
percent scored between 87 and 99, whereas approx1mate1y 77 percent scored between
100 and 120 The percentages of.studentséwho scored be]ow the minimum scorehoff,
- 87 were'as follows: approximate1y 3.4‘percentvbetween 80 and 86; approxiwate!y
2.7 percent between 70 and 79;rapproximate1y 3.1 percent'between'ao and 69; nd -
.71 percent between zero and 3. |

, The minimum raw score for passing the mathematics test was 77. _Approximate1y

k"\-'

Pl

28 percent of the.e}eventh-grade students_scored between 77 and 99 and -
approximate1y 57 percent scored between 100 and 120. At intervals below the
cutoff score of 77 ‘werte 4.23 percent between 70 and 765 4.16 percent between

60 and,69, 2.78 percent between 50 and 59, and 3.42 percent between zero and 49,

Failure Rates for High Schod]s'and Administrative Units

Table 3 presents the number dnd percent of pub11c high schoo]s and local
educat1on agenc1es with various fa11ure rates on the reading’ competency test.
There were 342 high schools from 145 1oca1'education agencies involved in the
competency program. Approximaté]y 60 schod]s or 17 percent had 16~percent or
:more students failing the read1ng competency test E1qht or two percent of the

high schools had more than 30 percent fai]ures, three or one percent had between

10
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Var1at1ons‘1n Student Seores'
By Number And Percent Of Students At Various Score Intérvals

\

Table 2

[

deiiu Schools
(a1l students)

]

v :
L
N
. .
<%

L —

L

- Score Number of | Percent of ’
// . Ingervals . Students Students
- | 100120 62895 77.30
o 88-99 : 9847 12.10° - «
= *87 522 .64
“ 1 80-86 2738 3.37
,_70-79. ¢ 2223 2.74
40-69 2554 3.14 i
0-39 574 ’ J1 -
Reading Passing Raw Score = 87
Pub]ic'§6h001s , o
(a1l students) . '
i scare Number of Perdegﬁ“éf
Intervals Students Students
100-120 _ 46504 v 57.19°
e | 78-99 . 22355 27.48 :
(48] )
~ © %77 ' 606 74 .
Q ¢
b 70-76 3437 4,23
60-69 3378 4,16 .
) 50-59 2260 2.78]
0-49 2782 . .3.42 M

f Mathematics Passing Raw Score = 77
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Number- and Percent.of High Schools and Séhool
Systems with Various Failure Rates
Reading )
. T S 7/ Public Schools: , S
. : . (Excluding Extended Day) L
"Percent of Fajlures '§ch001§, School Systems | -
. ' * ' N'4 ’ . . N % » '
: L 055 percent .- 68 19_ 21 14
| .6-10 percent 144 43 67 A6 .
. M- percent . 73 21 . . 35 25 |-
' 16-20 percent L - * 33 1 161
“ | 21-%pekcert 11 3. -5 o3 |
2-30percent . 23 1 11 |
) ~above 30 perceﬁf"' -~ 8. 2 0 ff' 0
o0 e . - "W
- Total <~ ' - 342 - 100 . 145 100
e ?
3 v -
s . -
'f ‘.Io‘ ,
[ v
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26 and 30 percent fai]ures;"'Jl or thwre2 percent“had,between 21 and 25 percent
failures; and 38 or 11 percent of the high schools had between 16 angd 20 percent
failures, C ’ |
| Approximately 282 or 82 percent of the 342 hiéh schools that were admtnistered
“the reading test had 15 percent or fewer failures The number apd percent of
' schools below this fa11ure rate were as follows: 73 or 21 percent of the high’
5choo1s between 11 bnd 15 percent 144 or 43. percent of . the htgh schoo]s between
51x and:10 percent, and 65 or 19 percent ;f 'the h1gh sc‘d%]s b tween zero and
five percent . - ' o .' Lo -
| Further ana]ys1s of the read1ng test revealed that 123 or 85 percent of "
the 145 1oca1 educatton agenc1es had 15 percent or fewer student fa11ures . No
” single 1oca1 schoo] agency had nore than 30 percent of its students fail the ’
read1ng test; however, one 1oca1 edhcat1on -agency had betweén 26 and 30 percent

0

fa11ures f1ve had between 21 and. 25 percent fa11ures, and 16 had between 16 and

20 percent failures. L - o | n u

- On the mathematics test, the failure rate was 16 percent or higher™ in

134 or 39 percent of the 342 h1gh schoo1s involved in the ccmpetency test program
“(Tab1e 4). ApproX1mate}y 20 percent or 68 h1gh schoo]s had a failure rate

between 16 and 20 percent, e1ght°percent or 29 schoo]s had between 21 and 25

lpercent, six percent or 22 schoo]s had. between 26 and 30 percent and five percent '

or 16. h1gh schools had above 30 percent. \ |
Approx1mate1y 40 percent or 53 of the 1%? local educat1on agenc1es in the
State had failure rates on the mathemat1cs test that exceeded .6 percent of the1r
e]eventh grade students. Two of these 58 1oca1 agencies had more than aO percent
raﬂ]ures, nineagencies had between 26 and 30 pertent; ]4 agenctes had between

21 and 25 percent, and 33 agencies had between 16 and 20 percent.




12
S )
| TABLE 4
( ’ : i 6 :t‘_
Number and Percent of High Schools and School
Systems with Various Failure Rafes
MATHEMATICS g o ‘
. Public Schools - )
;oo ——{ExcludingExtended Day); a2
Percent of Failires . Schools: . School Systems o )
| N N % | . .
 0-5:percent’ 19 6 3. 2 cf
" '6-10 percent 8 23 32 - \
. N=lS.percent - 110 32 53 37 | Iy
16-20 percent ‘68 - 20 - 33 23 oL __
' 21-25 percent 29 8 1410 .
26-30 percent 22, 6 9. 6 ’
above 30 percent 16 5 2 1
Total 32 1000 W5 100 . |
| \ ‘ ) | a8 ‘
& ’ ' q
e, “
~l4 i h
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_ Fa1lure Rates on Both Tests

A large proportion of the eleventh-grade students in the State uho failed
either the read1ng or mathematics compefency test also failed both competency
tests. For example, of the 11,857 students who failed the mathematics test,
56 percent or 6,634 students also failed the reading test. Similarly, of the

8,089 students who failed the reading test,'83 percent or 6, 634 studen.s were

. below the pas$ing score on the mathemattcs test. A]so, of the 13, 312 students
who failed at least one of the tests, 49.8 percent fa1]ed both Obv10us1y,
I these_stat4st1es—do~not 1nelude those students who' did not take both-of . the -

(X

v

e competency tests.dur1ng_the official test1n9 per1od._ S S
. A ‘ | \\‘ .““.-.n‘o J . .

Summary = e

oy

. Among the most important resuits of the 1978 Competency Testing Program
are those that follow: o '. : | .

(9N )

Approx1mate1y 90 percent of the eleventh grade students who attended the

(" ‘

public schools. in the State passed’ ‘the read1ng competency test 85 percent of
‘th1s group passed the mathemat1cs. '
, -7 0f the 927 students ‘in the pub11c schoo]s who attended Extendnd Day .
: programs for students W1th spec1a1 prob]ems, 73 percent\passed the Jding
- test ang. 60° percent passed the mathematics test. h | R
Over 98 percent of the students who attended nonpub11c schoo1s passed
‘s\}f the read1ng and mathemat1cs tests Approx1mately 4% percent‘of the nonpub11c )
schools,-however, did not participate in-the eompetency test1ng program.
There 1sta direct re1at1onsh1p between the failure rates on the campetency
tests -and the educat1ona1 1eve1s atta1ned by the students parents. For example, i
98 percent of the students whose parents attended schoo] beyond the high ‘school
level passed thé reading test, whereas only 68 percent of the students whose

-

."parentsfhad eighth-grade education or less passed the reading test.




' Approximately 12 percent of the educable mentally retarded students passed
the reading test, and seven percent of these students passed the mathematics -

test. Of the students who were classified as learning disabled, 56 percent

passed the read1nJ test and 47 percent passed the mathemat1cs test.

" On the two 120-item tests, over 77 percent of the ‘public schoo] students
correctly answered 100 or more items while approx1mate1y 57 percent of the students
‘scored at this level or above on the mathematics test. In contrast, approXimate]y ;-‘m_
four ‘percent and 10 percent of. the students got 69 or fewer 1tems correct. on f

" the reading and mathematics tests respectively. | | | |

Of the 342 pub]ic high schoo]s that part1c1pated 1n the h1gh schoo]

' ,_competency program, six percent had more than 20 percent: fa11ures 1n readimg
and 19 percent had more than 20‘percent fat]ures in, mathematics.,

Of the 145 1oca1 publ1c scnoo] systems in she State, four percent had

A fa1lure rate above 20 percent 1n reading and 1.6 percent of the 'systems had )
. a failure rate above 20 percent in mathematics. to | o .
: Approx1nmtely half (49 8- percent) of the e]evéﬁth -grade students 1n the
'State who failed e1ther the read1ng or mathematics portion of the competency

¢

test also fa11ed both subject areas of the test.

L
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

 READINE | MATHEMATICS
TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF -% OF STUDENTS % TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS
- - |OF STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO FAILED *. OF °TUDENTS STUDENTS - WHO FAILED
SCHOOL /UNIT ) WHO FAILED X WHO FAILED |,
: *
--Atamance-County — M 89 10 b 9T0“*——“”‘“—‘147“"L 16
Burlington City 599 37 6 3 600 4 7

-Alexander County 331 - 21 6 i 332 31 9
. , " * 0o ’ ‘.

A11eghany County ° 138 © 9 . 7 I 138 8 . 6

" - . Anson County - 373 . 97 © 26 i_ 373 . 14 = 31

'Ashe County T3 30 9 x 34 45 13

R . o [ : i ; ' *\ . >

Avery County 192° . 19 " 10 o9 35 18 ,
Beaufort County 32 | 47 1. - F\. o332 | 23
wash%ngton City 338 .. 63 19 ¥ 38 88 26 .

, Bert1e County - 8 | .14 21 3 358 64 23 N
Bladen County 485 . 78 16 -, ¥ - 485 . 131 27
Brunswick County = .[ 507 - '} 89 - 18 3 508 132 2

e A e %* A w ) ¥ .

Buncombe: County 1639 . 75 AN 5 i \\1644 141 9
Asheville City - 460 . 46 10 ¥ 460 83 18

. Burke County - 889 62 . 7- 3 888 110 12 .

, ' - . ] X . ‘ M ..

-Cabarrus County 634 37. 6 L% '633 68 1 | ¢
Concord City 1 210 N 5 . % 209 - 14 7. N
Kannapolis City . 399 3B 9 X 399 56" - 14 P

| ca1dwe1% County - 805 61 -8 ¥ 805 92 n
" Camden. County 1104 12 12 * 104 20 19 L
Carteret County 527 51 10 * 5217, 81 15 o
Caswell County T 315 51 " 16 X 314 81 26 o °

~ Catawba County I 782 36 . 5 * 182 51 7 Co o]

" Hickory-City -355 27 8 ¥ " 355 3) 9. .

. R * » 19 -

ljR\()oes not inc]ude studentL }Q,Extended Day. program ~ * 5 u
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5 | ‘Appendix _] =
i NORTH CAROLT™A STATE SUMMARY | |
. B " Publi¢ Schooi Systems . ’
‘ 1978-79 Competency Testing Program ] B
| QEAQLEQ ’ MATHEMATICS SR
TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS *  TOTAL NUMBER| _NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS ~ - -~
OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS | WHO FAILED ¥ OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS |. WHO-FAILED
SCHOOL/UNIT 3 WHO FAILED | 3 .| WHO FAILED )
e _ , x — -
——Newton City ——— {"183 | W | 8 7 83 21 n
Chatham County 424 23 5 * 424 - 46 N
Cherokee County 255 14 5 ¥ 255 19 7 x
« v : ] : . ¢ ¥
Chowan County 210 32 15 X 210 31 .15 . A
. "Clay County . 90 12 - ~13 ¥ 90 14. 6 -
(21eve1and COunty 617 91 ~ 15 X 617 94 - 15 - -
¢ .- * i ' 1 -3 ' " 1y
Kings Mtn. City . 313 . 27 9 32 50 36 7 ’
— ~ Shelby City, ~ 329 25 8 * 329 o 4" 12
Columbus County 642 . )28 ° 19 * 642 187 29
L s v * - ! I ;g‘
' Whiteville City 186" 9 5 %186 1377 o .7
"Craven County - c).897 n - ., 14 * 496 98 1. - 20°
. New Bern Gity . 474 .55 12 *. 475 90 - 19
? ‘. , ,' .. ‘ . . . ’ ) * Ce . o ' |
" Cumberland County | 2577 |- 186 7 X' 2578 ,319 e
Fayetteville City- ~ | .771 * - ‘53 T xR %8 " 13
Currituck County 156 13 8 x 155 12 8
. » . WM ' . o o . -
" Dare County 1. 139 2 By ¥ 139 "3 2
_ Davidson Coanty 4 1103 54. . 5 * 1103 90 8
Lexington City 245 . 25 10 i 246 - 40 16 g
. Thomasville City® 215, 23 n’ i as 25 2o :
‘. pavie County | 380 21. 6 ¥ v 380, 32 o 8 o1
2 Duplin County ™ .| - 663 87 13- i 661 120 18 o
" Durham County 1013 a2 4 U F 013 63 6
Durham City 554 53 10 - ¥ 553 136 . 25 3
Edgecombe County e .64 17 “: 372 - 84 t 23
e s - L ¥ L » T 5
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Public Schoo] Systems

NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMMARY
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READING
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~ Appendix 1
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MAT H EMAT I CS

TOTAL NUMBER|® NUMBER OF | % QF STUDENTS - 3 ~TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS e
, . |OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS. _ | WHO FAILED- % - OF STUBENTS-“"*STUDENTS““” WHOFAILED
- SCHOOL/UNIT _HO FAILED X WHO FAII ED - e
‘ ‘ 3 - _
_ Tarboro City 247 2 12 X 247 33 13
Forsyth County 3510 350 10 x 3504 5756 © | 16
Frank]in County 309 31 10 ° ¥ 309 ' 49 C.1e
- C . e . - * v ‘
‘;;_Ernnkllntnanny |88 O — R B 'i - 85 12 1
~-Gaston County . ‘| 2066 .- 180" 9 - . ¥ 200, | 29 14
-Gates- County > o132 ol 2% 16 Tooo¥ 7 132 27 20 - 3
v E . , . . ' A H ‘ 3 ‘
. Grakam County -~ © |. 10] 8 8. 3 101 13 13° |
~ Granville County . 498 . 51 L1000 ¥ 497 81 . "’ 16 . S ,
- Greene County , 316 - 46 15, ¥ .316 49 16 - R
Gui Hord County 1877 125 . 1 T ers 150 8 ;
" . Gréensboro City 1979 . 220 - 1 ¥ 1975 314 16 ~
_High Point City 652 54 10 § 652 fog - .| W
 Halifax County 487 12 - 2% ¥ s 136 | 28 ?
- Roanoke Rapids City 215 1 5 <y ¥ 216 10 .5 o
: Weldon City . 107, 25" A< I S 2% 23 a
Harnett County 780 7 10 T 73 o | 13
Haywood County. - ‘667 .- 51 g ¢ X 667 . N 11
Henderson County 575 19 3, . % 88 42 7
Héndérsonville City | 147 LT 5 X 146 9 6 o
Hertford County 1364 48 13 i 64 . |- 77 2]
Hoke County 277 42 15 ; 218, 46 17
. o, * SR n |
Hyde. County - 97 16 16 ¥ 9 26 . 2T .2
Iredell County 666 - 39 .6 I 666: 69 10 - o
Mooresville' City 156 10 . 6 . % 156 . 12, '8
) . § ] #* \ , ’ - \ ’ 2]3 '
' ‘ * , -
. * R “
1 * .
‘ * T |
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[2

MATHEMATI £s

{TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF *  TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS
OF STUDENTS | - STUDENTS WHO FAILED *  OF STUDENTS STUDENTS - | WHO FAILED
SCHOOL /UNIT WHO FAILED x WHO FAILED |
. . . * . . . N ) D
Statesville City | 264 9 3 Y 264 2 g -
Jackson County - 217 ; 12 -4 x - 276 20 7
-~ Jofinston County 1016 69 A % 1016, 02 10
. : s ) * . ) 4 ‘
Jones_County 137 | 21 15 X 137 v 25 18
Lee County 517 . 40 ‘8 < ® 517 60 12«
Lenoir County 477 ;a4 9 * 477 66 14
, U ‘ ; 5 BRI -
. . Kinston City s .| 22 6° *0 a8 34 y
,"Lincoln County 578 63 : 1 * 578 ¢ - 70 12. fo
: Macon County 259" . 12 v e 5 x 259, 33 13 )
| o - ., . * = .
“ Madison County 1 196 - ] w0 5 H 196 ' 18 g
- Martin County - " | 413 . 56 14 - x 13 70 17
McDowel1 County 486 . 40 . 8 ; -+ 485, B 5. -
_ Mecklenburg County | 5383 - | 6200 * 12 5389 836 . 16
. < Mitchell County 1% 1 6 I - 195 30 15
Montgomery- County 309 .39 13 ¥, 309 . 53 17
3 ° S - * , . B
. Moore County." 660 . 48 | 7 ¥ 662 82 12
Nash County =~ . 742 ;106 14 - 1V S 142 19
Rocky Mount City 487 . 4 . " CREE A 66 - 14
New Hanover County | 1416 99 7 ¥ 145 159 n.
~ Northampton County | 366 - S 62k - 17 X 366 .. 89 24
-, OnsTow County -1 1236 - o100 0 - 8. i*" 1235 138 n
Orange County ﬁ - 3861 1 34 0 ~_§_ 1,350,* " 62 18
Chapel Hi11 City ' 426 44 10 * 423 64 . 15
Pamlico County . 175 - 16 9 X 175 24. - 14
, ; ' ST . w g R ¢
N Co \ - | AR
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. . L e ~ Appendix .1
T 0 .07 NORTH CAROLINA STATE stmwrY .- o
S o ' Public Schiool Systems e | .
o p f 1978-79 Competency Testing Program S
« READING o L MATHEMATIGS
~ |TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF . % OF STUDENTS % TOTAL NUMBER| 'NUMBER OF .| % OF STUDENTS
.o . |OF STUDENTS.| STUDENTS - | WHO FAILED % OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS | WHO FAILED .
. SCHOOL /UNIT | | WHOFAILED | . .. -SSR WHO FATLED | ..
S B L - _ X ST ' o
_ Pasquotank Conty 40 o790 o 16 X a0 | 86 18
‘Pender County B 393 16 - 17 * 393 74 - 19
: Perqu1mans County | 123 17 ¢ .14 * 923 . 19 15
“Person County de 37 8 § 464 .54 12 o
"Pitt County 803 .| M6 14 % 804 57 Y 20T C
Greenville City 1 422 1 .33 D : B % —422'***”“‘““f7nr" .10 ' '
[ R S ”"‘“’““‘ff . * .-
——Polk County - 85 |. 3 L4 X 85 6 7 .
- Tryon City + | g9 . 6 10 * - 59 | -7 12 |
~ Randoiph County . | .760 | .29 - 4 . 759 1 43 © 6 B
. * : L o
" Asheboro City . | 317 6. | 5 % 316 .| 25 8
Richmond’ County, | 698 ) 67 10 * - 698 | 115 . 16
Robeson County 829 192 o3 o ¥ 829 257 3]
’ ' * A : x> . T
Fairmont City 135 25 19 ' 135 - | 34 ©25
- Lumberton City - - | 320 - 3 10 * 320 | s2 16
Maxton City. - 105 21 - 20 * 05 32 30
. ? : ; * W T
Red Springé City | 134 | . 20 | s X 1w | e g
" Saint Pauls City 92 13 - . 14 X 92 22 24
Rockinqram County 344 ‘ 39 - n § LU P 17.
tden City 354 23 6 ¥ 353 45 13
Madison-Mayodan City | 203 . - 27 13 x. 203 - .26 13 -
Rejidsville City q 305 45 15 § 305 76 .25 '
' | . ' L * o ‘
Rowan County 896 . 69 8 X 896 . 94, . 10
~ Salisbury City 229 10 4 X 229 22 . 10
Rutherford County 701 78 1 X 700 | 107 | 15
E o .
' T e
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" Appendix._1__

23

. READING : .
‘ ,jrmmumuk "NUMBER OF %orﬂwmm 3 TOTAL NUMBER Nmumw'-%wsmmmy e
. " |OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS | WHO FAILED - ¥ OF STUDENTS | . STUDENTS | WHO FAILED. o
_SCHOOL/UNIT - _WHO FAILED % | WHO FAILED | T ~
. : 2K 2 e * T - : el _
Sampson ~County .- / 506 o 69 14-. - ~ 506 A 14 '
~ Clinton City - 238 - 19 -8 * + 238. 29 12 -
Scotland County 4n 91 19 3 469 100 22 s
, . S E . SRS T i
__ Stanly Counmau~ e I 1 L AT NS | 6 H 515 56 1
Albemarie City 160 ~17. 1 - 160 18 N ‘-
Stokes County - © 446 42 - 9 § 446 54 2
Surry County 613 " 54 9- 3 613 84 14
"= Elkin City 83 ¥ 4 * 83 3 4
Mount Airy City 163 . n . 7 . 3 163 19 12 _
. i} - ' » 1 _ - N .
Swain County {3 14 10 H 141 15 n ,
- Transylvania County 280 15 5 * 282 21. -7 .
Tyrrell County 75 16 - 2, 3 75 18 24 .. N
, ‘ . %
Uniori County 762 61 . 8 P 762 . 96 13
Monroe City 208 21 10 H . 208 8 13
Vance County - 527 73 . 14. ¥, 525 9 7 A
" ' * ¢ N :
Wake County 3892 263 7 o 3897 409 0 .
Warren County 232 38 16 ¥ 232 62 27 o
Washington, County 236 .38 16 ¥ 236 56 24
. Watauga County 320 .19 - 6 z 320 | 27 8 29
Wayne County . 1093 127 1¢ * 1093 166 15
, ~._Goldsboro City 499 . . 72 14" ¥ 498 123 25
. o ™ °
Wilkes County 823° " .| 48 6 3 824 10 12
Wilson County 850 - 98 12 x 850 - 141 17 :
Yadkin-County 416 31 7 x ; 416 56 13 ’
H
*
3
¥




o : ‘ S - Appendix 1 _
¢ i NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMWARY ~ : S

- : Public School_%xstems S o
S S 197879 competency Testiig Program ‘z .
| MAT

" READING S EMATICS :
| | : TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER.OF | % OF STUDENTS #* TOTAL NUMBER {—NUMBER OF | %.0F STUDENTS
R OF STUDENTS |  STUDENTS | WHO FAILED = _ ¥ or STUDENTS |' STUDENTS | WHO FAILED -
SCHOOL/UNIT : .| WHO FAILED | ¢ ¥ . [_Who FAILED | -
- e — - T L . :
Yancey County L1719 22 IR R [ 25 14 |
“ . ha ‘ . : *-( ’ . R ‘ Co e
TOTAL - . | ¥ . N .
Public Schools,* . |804z6 7841 10 ¢ % gm3 || nage 14
. : . , % - ) 4 .
. '; . » 1k ]
* e ! 0
3. h
*. - '
% -
¢ , :,
SNOTE: L, | S B ey
A The above tota1s do not include students “in the Extended Day programs. ! !
TOTAL. | | “ "
Publfc. Schools . N ' " ‘ - ' . ¥
Plus Extended Day 81,353 8,089 10 81,322 11,857 L3
; R x
*
: v
*
o ¥
o 3
i ﬁ
‘ 3
31 “
30 P | .,
»
¥
¥
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o . | . Appendix I_I A
 NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMMARY :
_ Extended Day Programs . "
'1978-79 Competency Tg;tin’g Prbgram . .
s READING -~ ° MATHEMAILCS. .
» TOTAL ‘NUMBER! - NUMBER.OF | ‘% OF STUDENTS * “TOTAL.NUMBER| NUMBER'OF | % OF 'STUDENTS _
L. OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS ~ | WHO FAILED -. X OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS | WHO FAILED
SCHOOL/UNIT : . WHO FAILED |. . r__ - _WHO FAILED || - -
© Alamance County 19 3 16 3 20 5 25
~ Burlington City 8 4. 50 x '8 . 4 50 .-
. Alexander County - | 15 5 33 ¥ 15 7 | Y
: Lo ' : ¥ . | S
Bladen Courity . 5 0 _ 0 X 5 1 .20
- Ashevillg City 25 7 ® 28 * 25, 12 . - 48
-Burke County c 6 v 1 -7 .k 6 2 33
~ ey v * .
Caldwell County 10 0 0 * n 1 9 ;
Caswell County 6 1 17 * 6. 3 1 - 50
~ Catawba County 36 10 28 . * 38 13 1 34
' ’ k 7
“Rings Mountain City 7 e 3 43 ¥ 8" - 3 * 38
Shelby City" 19 3 33 * 8. 2 25
Columbus County 14 9 .. 64 * 14 - 8 57
, ’ _ o * ' -
New Bern City - .10 1 10 - * 9. . ] 1n
Cumberland County 62 10 - 16 < ok 64 23 36 -
Fayetteville City 14 3 21 * 14 4 29
' . . . * . _' . .
Currituck County 8 2 25 f 8. - 3 .38
Dare County .10 2 . 20 * 1 4 - . 36
Davidson County 8 -1 13 * 8 1 13
| . * .
Thomasville City 9 2 22 3 9 4 44
Duplin County 22 .5 23 * 22 7 32
Durham City 17 6 35 X 17 8 47
. A ¥ . .
Forsyth County 66 19 29 : 60 30 - 50 ( N
Gaston County 46 9 20 * 46 16 ° -3 33 <
~Greensboro City 45 -8 18 X 38 11 29 L
I ' ¥ >
o :
) - ¥ N
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’ ‘\\. | C e Tr T
| . o : o . Appendi‘x II C R
| NORTH CARGLINA STATE SUMMARY T e T
| ) | " Exterided Day Programs . \\\n: L,
K . m,, & B 1978-79 COmpetency Testing Program 5 "T*;‘° T ¢ o . :
@ 3 . o, » . ’
oo - &EAQLEE S . mALﬂguAiLgé .
T e S ITOTAL NUMBER; 'NUMBER OF - % OF STUDENTS ¥ TOTAL NUMBER- “UMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS
o o« |0F STUDENTS -{: STUDENTS WHO, FAILED  * "OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS NHO FAI‘ED
- SCHOOL/UNIT - - 1 - " | WHO FAILED : - ST WHO FA'ILED VI
R ; o ' p - T " _,- < . i o, - , -' . t‘;.. ] . . ,
" WighPointCity | 16 . | . 4 . | 2 - T PR L SR N7
-~ Halifax County ' -8 -3 1 38 . 3 O : I I R -
Hoke County 2 .1 50 X 2 RN . 50 ,
i ) . " ) '. . .' N ! - . . = “ .. . ‘l ! ~ B
. Tredeil - County 32 g .0 ] a2 .3 25 S
Lee County . . | 22 6 oy x. 22 9 © 4 .
B Martin County 2 1 50 %_ 2., 2 100}
McDowell founty .| 14 5, . ¥ u 8 —F 57
‘Mecklenburg ‘County | 43 10 . 23 X 39 . A3, . B K
Montgomery County 13 . 3 23, *'.i 13 4 3
. Nash County - [ 19 4 a : LT w5 29
*  New Hanover County |- 40 10 25 - X .38 12 3¢
.7+ Onslow County : 20 2 o100 T g 21 - "8 38
© /Pender County 13 6 . E . 13 8. 62 e |
Pitt County g -3 - 38 "% 8 2 25
Greenville City 3 21 68 ; 30 25 - 83
: ' . . “ . . ' e * - ‘ ) ) 2
Robeson County A 14 7. 50 X 14 9 64
. Maxton City ~ 18 12 67 X 14 9 64
Rockingham COunty 8 4 50 X - 8 4 50 9
. 5 : 49
Rowan County - 7 0 0 - 6 "4 67
Clinton City . © 18 9 50 » - 18 1 61
‘Unfon .County- 5. 1 7. 3 15 3 20
| . B 3 . |
¢ : & *
\3‘4 v ) ' i :
. - ’ *
#
*
* !
¥ -
* el * o *




: T © - . Appendtx I o
: v, NORTH' CAROLINA §TAT£;SUMMARY - ” e e e
- v fo s
! " Extended. Day Prqgram;. / . :
o = 1978-79 Competency Testmg Program T
; e 2 :
! o B..E.A.QL!LG. " , N.AI.H_E.M_ATIQS .
SRS - ¢ - (fOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF -'y.%-OF STUDENTS +. TOTAL ‘NUMBER| -NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS :
L OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS'. | WHO FAILED-. . *.. /OF STUDENTS # STUDENTS NHO FAILED ' -
- SCHOOL/UNLT. . - ' WHO FAILED ., =~ '~ * /' WHO FAILED |}
o g T . s : ' T <
. ) : ) . , . . * It L - “
. HWake County A - v 14 26, e 55+ o 22 . 40 -
Watauga .County 13 1. 08 ¥- < 13 : 4 3 K L
Wayne; County 33 6 S 18 . i 34 .9 - 26 o o
. - . e - * -7 . - ,
Wilson County 7 2 29 5 7 3 43 ,
- . _\\\\ i . : 'y
. - * -
. h . . *.
Total . , N ;- * . ,
Extended Day S¢ hoo1s7 927 249, 27¢ § 909 361 - 40
’ ‘ : . .
*
*
. *
X
C
P T %
i .
*
* 4
*
*
*
*
*
.0 *
*
*
*
1'»'
*
>, . *
. §
*
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-’ NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMMARY ‘ ’
Nonpub]ic SchooTs | > e
. ” ;«A
v 1978~ 79 Competency Testlng Program N
| v Reaoike - wATHERAILCS -
‘ . L TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER:OF_ ; % QF STUDENTS’ :i TOTAL NEMBER NUMBER OF - % OF STUOtNTS
o L . |OF STUDENTS | . STUDENTS WHO FAILED '* OF STUDENTS | STUDENTSY, WHO FAILED )
~ SCHOQL/UNIT 4 . . " / .1 WHO FAILED-| , R SRS NHO FAILED
T ‘ ‘ : R * N
ST A v . et e B R * J~ R . . " &
. 030 Glade-Valley . 10 . G 3 9 S| n . LR
- 040 Southview Academy |~ 18 0 .0 x 18 - 0 0. o
070 Pungo Christian- "5 1 - . . & * 25 1 4 O
“ e ' ) . , x .v . ‘_)_‘. 4
080 Lawrence "Acadeniy " 25" 0 0 f 25 0 0 T
- 170 Asheville Christian | . 13 0 0 X 13 0 0 o
10 Asheville Country 7 - 0 - . 0 * 17 - 0. 0. $x
, . s . * ot . ’ o .
110 Asheviile School | 65 ¥ 0 0 ¥ 65 b0, 0 s
110 Ben Lfippen School - 41 .0 - 0 * 4 .. 2. 5
110 Chrigt School 32 0 0 * 2 | T 3
“. R 4 " * ' ~
110 Mt. Pisgah Academy 70 4 6 .. ¥ 70 | 7, 10
111 Newfound School 13 S 8 .. 13 1 8
140 Patferson School 21 1 5 i -2 3 14
470 Pie mont Academy 14 0 L AT 14 -0 0
181.Nortth State Academy | 19. 0 . 0 ¥ 19 0 0
, 210 Ch an Academy & 9 - .0 0 , X 9 0 ‘0
. - : o < N .g L . o
241wwa camaw Academy 8 0 0 - X . 8 0, 0 -
, 261 The Danes School - 7 0 0 -3 7 0. 0.
" 260 Mafina Christian 5 .0 -0 % 5 1 . 20
. . ) ) . i ¢ ' ’ A { 7 * -~ ‘ ' . ' ' )
261 Fayetteville Academy| .33 0 N 0 H I L R A
290 Westchester Academy 10 0~ - .0 * 10 -0 0
. 291 Sheets‘Memorial 8 , 0 ‘ 0 .. % 8 -0 .0
. ' g, o ‘ .
320 Council Christian 17 0 0 % 17 - & 0 B
~ 320 Durham Academy. 60 0 0 X 60 v 07" 0 29
320 Southern Acadeny 4 0o ? 0 : 4 0 0 33
ERIC 38 | : ; & .
ELTEETTR L 8 o & ¢
el " : 1 a,




R MR A

s

NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMMARY .

F
1

Nonpublic Schoels

1978-79 Competency Testing Program. -

-+ Page 2_

~ Appendix 111~

oe - -

: READING |
i Calbalh e s . - s St A e e o =
| TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS % _ TOTAL NUMBER| NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS
. . ' OF STUDENTS | - STUDENTS . | WHO FAILED + OF STUDENTS |. STUDEMTS WHO FAILED
SCHOOL /UNIT do 2 | WHO FAILED r . WHO FAILED
331 Tarboro Edgecombe: [ 26 0, ’ .0 3 26 0 0
340 Bishop McGuinne 74 0 0 .- 74, -0 . 0
340 Edgewood Christian | ° 43 (. 2 ; I 3 7
-340 Forsyth Country Day | 33 0 0 X 33 0 <0
. .- 340 WesTeyan Academy . 34 1 3 ! x 34 - 0 0.
340 Main Street Christiay 4 -0 0 i 4 0. 0 .
340 Clara Mutiarimad- 3 0 0 ¥ 3 0 0 o
. 340 Saiem Academy - 53 0 0 X - 53 0 0 oY
340 Salem Baptist 12 0 0 . % 12 L0 0 .
340 Woodland Christian | -'25 0 AR A 3 12 e
350 Central Academy 5 ¢ 0 0/ ¥ 5 0 0 :
- 350 FrQVklin Christian 8 1 13~ i 8 1 13
L : o /! * \ ' ,
- 390 John Nichols - | 12 2 <12 - n7 1 6 .
. 410 Oak Ridge Academy 24 0 0 2 /24 - ] 4
_ 411 Greensboro Day 26 0 .0 X 26 0 0
’ _ ’ * 14 Coe ’
420 Hohgood Academy. 43 ] 2 X 43 1 2"
421 Reanoke Christian 7 .0 0 ° X 7 | 14 ¢
422 Halifax Academy 35 1 3 ¥ 3% 1 3 |
430 Cape Fear Christian 16 0 0 ¥ 16 0 0 o
450 Fletcher Academy 54 2 4 ¥ - 54 1 2 'Es
460 Ridgecroft School 26 0 0 i// 26 . 0 0 - 1
540 Arendell Parrott 20 - 0 0 /g" 20- 0 0
580 Martin Academy b 0 0 * 5 0 0
600 Carmel Academy 27 -0 0 5‘§~ ! 27 0 0
AN | ! 3 g
E MC ] ] ' x ‘ § . e "..
e AR ¥ 3
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~ NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMMARY
Nonpublic Schools

1978-79 Competency Testing Program

M A THEMATIC S

[}{g:

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

TV L,

READLNG . MWATHEMATICS
TOTAL NUMBER| 'NUMBER OF *; % OF STUDENTS- *  TOTAL NUMBER| .NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS
TOR . - - |OF STUDENTS STUDENTS WHO FAILED * OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS WHO FAILED
| SCHOOL /UNIT WHO FAILED - 5. = ' WHO FAILED | :
600 Carolina Christian 7 1 14 7 1 14
600 Catholic High School| - 13] 0 0 * 13- 2 2
600 Charlotte Christian | 20 0 0 4 20 0 0 ©/
*_A .2 . . ‘
600 Charlotte Country 63 0 0 : 63 0 0
600. Charlotte Latin 70 0 0 * 70 L 1
600 Clara Muhammad ’ ] 0 , 0 X 1 0 0
i & ’ . _ ) * ‘ ’
600 Covenant Christian |. 'S 0 0 T 5. - 1 20
600 Delphian 3 0 0 B 3 0 0
600 Paw Creek 15 0 0 ' 15 0 0
S X
600 Providence Day" - 51 0 -0 § 51 0 0 -
600 Trinity Christian | . 4 0 0 - L 4 ] 25
600 Valleydale 21 0 0 § 21 4] 0
630 Hallace O'Neal | 21 0 - o U 21 0 0
640 Enfield Academy 49 0 0 ¥ 49 0 0
640 New Acadeny 36 0 "0 i 36 0 0
< ’ ’ "y . .- N ,
640 Rocky Mount Academy 24 0 0 . : 24 0 -0
641 Falls Road Baptist | 20 0 0 ¥ 21 ] 5
650 Cape Fear Academy 16 0 0 § 16 - .0 0
* ) \ o,
660 Northeast Academy B . 0 0 H 38 Ny 0 0
670 Onslow Academy 6 0 0 X 6 0 . 0
700 Albemarle Academy 17 ] 6 § 17 0 . 0
. ‘ | *
710 Pender‘Asademy 28 0 0 x 28 0 0 o
740 Greenville Christian| 18 1 6. : 18 ] 6 , “
784 Robeson Gountry Day 18 0 0 E 18 0 0 43
o 42 e ! .
¥
*




_ NORTH CAROLINA STATE SUMMARY

\
[

' Nonpublic Schools

1978-79 Competency Testing Program

~ page. 4
~ Appendix 111

&E&Qlﬂﬁ __________
| TOTAL NUMBER| ~NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS TOTAL NUMBER|- NUMBER OF | % OF STUDENTS
» | OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS | WHO FAILED - OF STUDENTS | STUDENTS | WHO FAILED

©_sCiooc/0NIT | WHO FAILED _|_WHo_FAILED

820 Harrells Christian | 24 0 -0 24 . 0 0

830 Laurinburg Institute] 24 2 - 8 - 24 2 8

910 Vance Academy- 21 0 0 21" 1 5

920 Cardinal Gibbon | 49. 0 0 49 a 2

920 Hale High 30 0 0 30 | 3

920 Ravenscroft . 83 0 -0 83 0 0

920 St. Marys College - | 102 0 0 ) 102, 2 2

920 Southern Christian 12 0 0 12 0 0

. 930 Warren Academy - 17 0 0 7 0 0

960 Wayne Country Day 28 0 0 28 T 4

962 Goldsboro Christian 29 0 0 29 0 0

© 982 Greenfield 13 0 0 13 0 0
TOTAL 9 - | L

Private Schools - 2277 21 | 1 2278 47~ 2
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